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DETAILED ACTION 
Request or Reconsideration 

1 . The Request for Reconsideration filed on August 23, 2007 has been entered in 
the above-identified application. Applicants arguments with regards to the rejection of 
claims 1,2, and 4 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement have been fully considered and found persuasive. 

Furthermore, the Examiner has reconsidered the finality of the previous rejection 
in the last Office action and the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Prosecution is hereby re-opened. Claims 1, 2, and 4 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mackawa (US 6,217,176 B1). 

Mackawa discloses an antiglare film for use on the surface of displays for high 
definition images such as CRT and liquid crystal panels (Column 1, lines 4-6). The 
antiglare film comprises a transparent substrate film and an antiglare layer stacked 
onto the transparent substrate film, the antiglare layer being formed of a light 
transparent resin containing two or more types of light transparent fine particles 
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(Column 2, lines 42-48). The light-transparent resin may be an ionizing radiation cured 
resin and the two or more types of transparent fine particles have a particle diameter of 
1 to 5 microns (Column 2, lines 63-68). The particle diameter is not less than 1 micron 
and not more than 5 microns. When the particle diameter is less than 1.0 micron, the 
light diffusing effect cannot be attained without significantly increasing the amount of 
the light-transparent fine particles added to the light-transparent resin. On the other 
hand, when the particle diameter exceeds 5.0 microns, the surface of the antiglare 
layer 18 is rough, unfavorably resulting in increased haze. The diameter of 
the light-transparent fine particles is more preferably not less than 2 microns 
and not more than 4 microns (Column 4, lines 28-39). The film-forming component used 
in the ionizing radiation curable resin contains an acrylate functional group (Column 5, 
lines 14-16). 

Mackawa et al. do not specifically state that the particle size distribution is as 
claimed in the instant invention. However, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to optimize the particle size distribution given that the light 
diffusing effect and the surface haze of the antiglare layer can be varied by varying the 
particle size distribution. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with regards to the rejection of claims 1 , 2, and 4 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mackawa (US 6,217,176 B1) have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicants traverse the above rejection and 
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submit that in contrast to Maekawa, claims 1 and 2 each specifically recite a single type 
of transparent fine particles and thus require only one type of fine transparent fine 
particle, not two or more as required in Maekawa. 

However, the Examiner disagrees with the Applicants interpretation of the claim 
language. Independent claims 1 and 2 each recite that "the anti-dazzling layer 
comprises an ionizing radiation-curable resin, a single type of transparent fine particles, 
and a leveling agent" however the anti-dazzling layer can contain other types of 
particles since open-ended claim language is used to recite the contents of the anti- 
dazzling layer. 

Hence, the above rejection is reinstated. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sheeba Ahmed whose telephone number is (571)272- 
1504. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday from 9:30am 
to 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carol Chaney can be reached on (571)272-1284. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 




Art Unit 1773 
August 25, 2007 



